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PER CURI AM

Ham d Reza Sharif Mhseni, a native and citizen of Iran,
petitions for review of an order of the Board of Inmgration
Appeals (“Board”) affirmng, wthout opinion, the immgration
judge’ s order denying his applications for asylum and w t hhol di ng
of renoval .

In his petition for review, Mhseni challenges the
immgration judge’'s determnation that he was not eligible for
asyl um because he was firmy resettled in Sweden. Qur review of
the record reveals that substantial evidence supports this
determ nation, and we therefore uphold the inmmgration judge’'s
deni al of asylumrelief. See 8 CF. R 8§ 1208.15 (2004); Missie v.
INS, 172 F.3d 329, 331-32 (4th Gr. 1999).

W also wuphold the inmgration judge’'s denial of
Mohseni’s request for wthholding of renoval. To qualify for

wi t hhol ding of renoval, an applicant nust denonstrate “a clear

probability of persecution.” |INSv. Cardoza-Fonseca, 480 U S. 421,
430 (1987). Based on our review of the record, we find that
Mohseni has failed to neet this standard.

Accordingly, we deny the petition for review W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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